Introduction

'Education is the most powerful weapon which you can use to change the world.' -Nelson Mandela
In the context of a broader and more specific discourse on private law, this paper turns its attention towards the big picture of the European project. The focus of the research is not particularly on the substantive or normative dimension of EU legislation, rather on the people behind its private law. The aim was to understand how legal education could impact the development of EU law. Therefore, the attempt has been that of, firstly, identifying the political dynamics which produce and sustain the law (section I) and, secondly, investigating the cultural dimension of the integration process, specifically on how nationalistic views tend to reject legal harmonization on cultural premises (section II).
From the political perspective, the analysis revolves around the notions of supranational constitutionalism and deliberative supranationalism. While the general tendency is that of considering private and public law as two very separate legal spheres, through the theory of supranational constitutionalism this paper explores the constitutional elements intertwined with the private law of the European Union. More specifically, as national constitutional models fail to perceive the presence of foreign EU citizens within their borders, a system of EU private law should be sustained in order to create a uniform and coherent corpus of laws in which general principles of private law and fundamental constitutional rights are guaranteed for all the market citizens moving and operating cross-border. In other words, with the purpose of including a wider social dimension within the Union's Economic Constitution, this study suggests the necessity of expanding the current realm of EU private law as to entail European ground rules and standards equally applicable throughout the whole Internal Market.
In order to ensure the legitimacy of such a comprehensive EU private law system, this author employs the doctrine of deliberative supranationalism. According to this approach, a legitimate integration process builds upon the premise that important and relevant political decisions must be taken upon well-informed and properly educated judgements of facts and opinions. This calls for the capacity of engaging in a multicultural and pluralistic legal discourse in which cultural differences are not perceived as hindrance to further integration, rather as a source of confrontation and improvement.
While researching in the political and cultural areas, one of the most recurrent words was 'network'. The political-legal actors, fulcrum of this analysis, are in fact organized in networks: as any other social individual, they are part of a web of relations and connections which expands throughout the whole Union, across the territorial confines. From this came the notion transnational network. Similarly, other theories suggested that culture can no longer be perceived as homogeneous and fixed: culture is multifaceted, pluralistic and cannot be limited within national boundaries.
If the politics and the cultures of Europe are set in networks and if these networks are international and pluralistic, then legal education should be organized accordingly.
Starting from the belief that it is through education that we may create a more conscious transnational network, and thus enhance the legal harmonization process, the claim is that an innovative EU law scholarship should be created. This new EU law curriculum would be independent from any other traditional legal school, it would be aimed at shaping a professional and academic identity that is capable of working with any source of law, whether national or international. Such school would concentrate on the formation of future practitioners able of coping with a global world in which law is no longer a national phenomenon and in which legal problems are often cross-border issues. For this reason, the EU law school should strive for an international outlook and adopt practical approaches through which students are trained on how to create an intellectual link with the every-day practice and with the political mechanisms existing within the Union.
Interestingly, while there might have been reluctance towards extensive legislative intervention in the core areas of private law, an impact of (negative and positive) integration-realized in pursuit of the four freedoms-on the structures of the national systems cannot be denied. By simply looking at the CJEU's case-law, we notice the establishment of 'general principles' 5 of private law such as the freedom of contract, 6 the new principle of non-withdrawal once all obligations have been performed, 7 the principles of good faith and unjust enrichment 8 . Clearly, these principles still maintain a construct which is strictly related to those designed in the nation-state models, in the sense that they stem from doctrines and rules already established and accepted at the national levels. 9 On the other hand, however, their acknowledgement by the Court as "European principles" indicates an impact of the economic integration on the national systems-in terms of reshaping concepts such as private autonomy and private actors' social responsibility-aimed at creating European standards, thus removing obstacles to trade created by the differing national approaches. 
Supranational constitutionalism in European private law
In order to better assess the extent to which this area of law has been affected by European integration, Joerges suggests that an analysis of the constitutional dimensions of the process should be carried out. Borrowing the concept of "European economic constitution", it is claimed that EU law created a framework which cannot be intended as 4 Caruso 1997, p. 3-32 . only protecting the economic rights and activities granted by the four market freedoms, but also as having supremacy over the nation-states' law within and outside which the (market) citizens should be able to exercise their constitutional (and politically guaranteed) With regards to the feasibility of a Civil Code for Europe-the emblem of EU private lawLegrand advocates the impossible reconcilability of the common law with the civil law tradition, defining it as an 'irrecusable (and irreducible) epistemological chasm' that 'has been wanted' through an attitude of refusal and rejection expressed by the lawyers who preceded us. 17 Arguably, however, as this chasm was sought for, it may as well be worked around, provided the political willingness is there. The every-day practice demonstrates that, even if there is no common rationale from which the Commission may depart at the drafting phase (or at the working parties' level in the Council), the drafters (or the States' representatives) are perfectly capable of reaching common standing on meaningful elements: intercultural discourse is possible, the real question is whether it is wanted.
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The assumption that the common and the civil law traditions need necessarily to converge is a misleading one as it presupposes that to one legal order only one specific society and culture must correspond, but 'what if we can no longer reckon with this type of homogeneous background life-world, but instead with a fragmentation or pluralisation of cultures within our legally unitary societies? '. 19 From the foregoing analysis on supranational constitutionalism it can be inferred that it is upon ground principles of constitutional nature that Europe, however internally diversified it may be, should begin to construct its private law system.
The cult of the individual and the necessary shift to a network solidarity
The above discussion culminates with the claim that integration requires a profound change in the structures of solidarity, legal order and justice in the form of a shift from the nation-based social dimension towards a European one. 20 By relying on Münch's application of Durkheim's social theory, 21 the author attempts to explain how the economic and social integration initiated by the market freedoms, has the potential of triggering deeper legal harmonization in the area of private law.
17 Legrand 1997 , p. 46. 18 Joerges 1997 , p. 386. 19 Ibid. 20 Münch 2008 In his The Division of Labour in Society, 22 Durkheim identifies the engine of cross-border social integration in the respective cross-border division of labour. The transition from a nation-confined labour division to a new transnational one demands a departure from the traditional comfort zone and security found in the national tradition towards the insecurity of a new concept of European solidarity. 23 This is what he defines as the shift from the mechanical solidarity present inside the national collective societies to the organic (or network) solidarity of a European society. Out in the real world, the risk of eroding or disregarding national traditions does not affect people's will to engage in cross-border labour division. 24 Applied to the Union of today: the four freedoms allow the market citizens to increase specialization and get involved in cross-border activities.
The more industrialisation (intended as e.g., population growth, improved means of transportation and communication) advances, the more distances between the peoples are reduced. This element of proximity was created inside the Union due to the market freedoms granted in the Treaties.
The consequential release from the national environment, in turn, permits freedom from national constraints, hence causing the loss of internal homogeneity that national collective consciences 25 used to possess: societies get closer, nations begin to assimilate each other and differences between national cultures may finally fade. 26 In a Europe with little international contacts, people remain confined within their native region where a uniform and homogenous collectivism exists and is protected by a form of repressive legal order, a concept which will be elaborated below. In the advanced Union, on the other hand, where transnational division of labour and specialization exist, there is a high level of interdependency and collectivism is replaced by individualism.
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To be more precise, the concept of mechanical solidarity referred above indicates the moral phenomenon which 'binds the individual directly to society without any intermediary', typical of collective-type societies where people share a common set of This change of solidarity is (or at least, should be) followed by a shift from a repressive system of law to a restitutive one, 32 where the rights of the individuals are the main focus.
It is the 'cult of the individual' which is to be reflected in a move from the national laws, in which collective interests and equality of results are protected (repressive), to a European law whose cardinal functional should be that of promoting the citizen's right, whether constitutional, fundamental, or civil (restitutive). EU law, then, becomes the result of legal practitioners' activity, aimed at protecting the autonomous individual operating on the Internal Market: as it develops within and in connection to the market, it is a law which must expand from economic to other areas of law.
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Following this rationale, the need for a EU private law system becomes more apparent.
The creation of a single market calls for a distortion of the national orders. It demands the insertion of individual fundamental freedoms and the broadening of the realm of private law in terms of new responsibilities for the traders vis-à-vis the consumer.
Steaming from the well known notion of information and bargain power asymmetries, EU regulation seeks to make up for such disparities. 34 Nationalist resistance, based upon the Without necessarily suggesting the adoption of a European Code of substantive and procedural private law, the claim is that a more comprehensive legislative action should be undertaken, at least in the area of patrimonial law (i.e., law of contract, tort, unjust enrichment, and property). 44 By engaging in an 'intellectually revolutionary process', a uniform legislation designed upon pure European considerations may be brought forward. 45 The cultural implications related to such an argument will be analyzed more in detail in the following section, for now it is simply stated that EU rules of private/ patrimonial law should be developed through a proper deliberative discourse at the political level. Moreover, these rules should be unvested of any national mentality and 44 The argument is presented in: van Gerven 2001. The concept of "patrimonial" law was, however, intended not to cover property law, rather 'the law of fiduciary relations' (see p. 11 of the text).
rationale: the transplant of policy decisions and values from the national to the European level will not suffice for the simple reason that national (constitutional) models cannot reflect the supranational nature of the Union.
Borrowing the notion of 'multi-level governance' from the political sciences, 46 it is possible to better grasp the validity of what asserted so far. By perceiving the Union as a system of multilevel governance, we may come to accept the erosion of closed, introspective nation-states, but at the same time we may also refuse the transformation of the EU into a super-state. 47 In a way, the Union stands somewhere between a federal state and a mere international organization. The arena described until now is characterized by a constant friction between, from one side, the EU's welfarist aspiration and, on the other, the Member
States' different perceptions of which social policies should be adopted. In other words, it is a system of governance in which the social market economy rationale needs to be balanced against national political, social and cultural aspects of private law. 48 In this sui generis entity, economic and social affairs are managed by supranational institutions as well as by non-governmental actors whose deliberative political actions are organized in networks.
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Through the law-making and law-application procedures carried out by supranational institutions and individual actors, a 'transnational network', 50 made of lawyers, judges, academics and public officials, found its way into the political and legal sphere of the Union.
Given that the activity of this elite of professionals is the engine of the conflict between national disintegration and cross-border integration (i.e., in Durkheim's terms, the necessary precondition of private law integration), it is argued that the efficiency of such an activity depends on the degree and on the quality of the communication and interaction between these autonomous, but yet interdependent, actors. The more properly informed, trained and coordinated this network is, the more deliberative political integration will be.
In turn, the more deliberative and supranational the integration will be, the more it is likely that they will be able to develop a private law order in true European perspective capable of filling the vacuums left by the national systems, hence better equipped to guarantee an integral rights protection for all market citizens. In order to create a competent transnational network, the author advocates the need for a European scholarship: only through the proper education of the future members of the network and the proper training of those already involved, the meeting of their minds will be achieved, thus increasing the chances necessary for the development and correct application of EU private law. 51 Before discussing which elements the new academic curricula should entail (section III), a brief critical analysis of the nationalist approach towards culture in Europe will be carried out (section II).
Extinguishing the Eisenach fire in the European legal Tower of Babel 52
Based on what presented previously, it is sustained that the nation-state is gradually mutating into a "citizen-state", 53 intended as 'a state of citizens and inhabitants that are equal no matter where they come from' and who 'deserve the protection of the law, regardless of whether they are national of the country they reside or not'.
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National constitutions, alone, do no suffice to guarantee such protection due to the national vacuums explained in the previous section. Yet, as of today, Europe still lacks a comprehensive legal order: the legislator has been limited to specific-economic-issues and has legislated in a fragmented way.
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One of the most recurrent arguments advanced against a too intrusive Union has been the cultural argument, namely that the process of private law integration is not feasible as this would disrespect the cultural differences existing between the Member Statesdifferences which must be preserved as prescribed by Article 3 (IV) of the Treaty on the European Union, whereas others go even further by considering such a process practically 
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interests protected, hence it seems quite logical to say that the law should match its speed with these social developments. The real problem with this specific instrument, however, is that it is too limited in its scope: the law of property and of tort are entirely excluded from it, yet many aspects on ownership, title, damage, unjust enrichment are immediately interconnected with contracts. It is not wise to create an instrument whose scope is so narrow that it cripples it. The whole purpose is that of reducing costs of crossborder transactions, but these reductions are not appealing enough. Under the proposal as it stands now, in fact, in the case of a Danish SME wishing to contract under CESL in The Netherlands, the Danish business might still need to get legal advice on Dutch property issues, hence it would still need to invest resources on legal counselling. Setting aside for a moment the difficulties related to practical feasibility and political wills, a more efficient strategy would be that of designing a system of patrimonial law in which all potential disputes related to a contract could find their solution in one single instrument. National In his view, this worker survives to globalization only if universally educated. In our network society education moves in concomitance with economic development, hence we must create a system which is capable of producing flexible workers able to face information technologies and the speed with which these develop. Education becomes a mean through which EU globalization strategies are carried out. In other words, to make Europe more competitive, education systems should be improved. This approach towards education was also employed during the Lisbon European Council in March 2000.
On that occasion, the Union set a 'new strategic goal' for the upcoming decade, namely For this reason, after having assessed the legitimate necessity of further harmonization in private law and the transnational network of political actors involved in the integration project (section I), and after having rebutted the cultural arguments often advanced by nationalist forces against this normative necessity (section II), the analysis now turns its attention towards the legal education currently offered to the transnational network and terminates with the proposal for a better educational system. 
The national education systems in the European context
As of today, legal science in Europe has been mainly national in substance, methodology and approach. 111 This is evident in the courses offered-predominantly on national law and only to a minor extent on international and comparative law, in the examination requirements, in the themes dealt by the literature, in the conditions for the appointment of law teachersworrisome in terms of their mobility, in the criteria with which lawyers and judges gain access to the bar. 112 The author does not sustain that these national curricula and criteria should disappear, in fact we will continue to need nationally trained lawyers willing to work on national cases within the States' territorial boundaries. However, what is denounced here is that, with same nationalist approach discussed in the previous section, domestic bars and professors are still neglecting the impact of EU law on their national systems and see no reason for leaving more space to EU-related subjects. 113 The domestic lawyers who spent many years studying national codes (thinking that was the only acceptable law) have a lot of difficulty in accepting the idea that other legal orders could receive equal consideration.
Conservative, focused on their own personal interests, proud of the efforts put into studying the letter of the law and afraid of a legal field they do not master, national practitioners and professors hold tight to domestic subjects and outlooks.
These national education systems are highly dogmatic and positivistic in their approach, even orthodox sometimes. Students are taught the law as it stands in that specific place at that specific time, an approach that assumes the law to be fixed in a system of private law, hence in the structure of its codes, ground principles and distinctions. Even the caselaw, if taught at all, is presented as an abstract rule (massima) to be correctly placed within the system, whereas the facts of the case are almost completely left aside. 114 This gives the impression that law is not problematic, while in reality, those who practice it everyday know that '(l)aw is context, battle, and manifold'. 115 The textbook generally resembles a commentary of the national civil code and for each exam question a "key answer" is provided, as if also in reality there was a single correct answer. This method of abstract standardisation generates the illusion that law is always rational and coherent.
116 111 Zimmermann 1996 , p. 3. 112 Zimmermann 1996 , p. 3. 113 Heringa 2011 , p. 7-10. 114 Hesselink 2001 Somek 2009, p. 424-441, p. 426-427. Without intending to dig any further into how national law is taught in national universities, the first observation is that the positivistic approach of national curricula may have proven efficient for the past century in a system where only national law mattered. Therefore, in so far these universities decide to maintain a strictly domestic point of view on the law, this methodology may very well be preserved. However, this author sustains that the moment schools decide to insert international or EU-related topics into their curricula, this dogmatic approach cannot be equally applied. Before elaborating on the specific features that a truly EU scholarship should possess, it is worth mentioning why law schools should accept the relevance of comparative and European studies in the first place.
The still missing European law graduates
A child born in Manchester is not a natural solicitor as much as an Italian child is not a civilista (i.e., the Italian denomination of a private law lawyer). In other words, it is all about the type of education that we are offered: the legal way of thinking is, as a matter of fact, simply the final result of the legal education received. 117 If the English solicitor and the Italian civilista think the way they do (and think differently) is purely because they studied and trained their minds one in the English common law university and the other in the Italian civil law school. Furthermore, most of the academics and practitioners already involved on a European scale will agree with the assertion that, due to the creation of global markets, legal issues became more and more transnational, demanding lawyers capable of thinking across jurisdictional borders. 118 Therefore, by assuming that lawyers think as they were taught to think
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, it can be safely sustained that in order to boost the European legal labour market it is necessary to re-think the structure of law curricula. As previously demonstrated in reference to the field of private law, the impact of the Union's legislation on national orders is undeniable and yet national education systems seem to have stayed a step behind.
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By shaping a law scholarship that is authentically European, we can create graduates that are no longer constrained to one single national order and that know how to operate in an international legal environment-we form lawyers capable of thinking in a truly European manner. This requires the denationalization of domestic education systems, a process which, unfortunately, has remained rather limited. Looking back at concepts of proximity and multiculturalism (as described in sections I and II): these can only be acknowledged and accepted if the new generations are informed about them. This poses fundamental questions to the traditional law curricula because, as already previously described, these tend to be introspective and rejecting of external dimensions.
Even if the belief is that any legal practitioner should receive a sufficient amount of EUrelated knowledge, the main interest of this analysis is based not so much on those individuals practicing on a national level, rather on the level and quality of knowledge that the transnational network is offered. Here the author refers to legal consultants or agents of governments and institutions, academics involved in schools, legal writings, speeches at conferences, clerks, judges, national and international practitioners: whether they like it or not, they are all characters of the same story. Organized in networks, they cannot be regarded as isolated players: as any other social actor, they are members of a dense web of relations and bonds within and across national boundaries 121 from this, the notion 'transnational network'. For this reason, the author does not preoccupy so much with the improvement of the EU-related teachings in national schools (certainly necessary!), rather with the creation of innovative EU law schools independent from national faculties and capable of providing the transnational network with the best education and training possible.
National law curricula gone European
Even if most of the lawyers are still trained on national basis, we cannot deny that many schools have included (or at least have tried to) EU and comparative law courses, albeit in some countries more than others. 122 The problems with these curricula, however, are that their courses i) maintain a "national aftertaste", which in turns does nothing but fragmenting the EU scholarship, and ii) are placed at the end of the curricula (i.e., once the legal mind of the student is already too socked with national doctrines to be able to embrace foreign legal orders).
Starting from the latter point ii), it has been proven that to teach comparative and/or international laws after having taught the national legal order (sequential approach) is not exactly the best way of intruding students to foreign legal sources. The great majority approach which incorporates comparative analyses at the very beginning of the curricula is to be preferred-this point will be elaborate further below.
With respect to point i), the argument is that whenever a national school decides to engage in EU law teachings, their courses maintain a "national taste": EU law is presented as contextualized and transformed by the domestic legal order in which is it articulated.
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Hence, it is no longer the law of the European Union, but the "28 ways" of interpreting and teaching such law. In a way, it is as if in each Member State the EU law taught was an hybrid form between EU legislation and national legal mentalities. These national ways of teaching EU law have caused the fragmentation of its scholarship. Since it is placed in the national 'legal universe' and because it is taught by professors whose studies were national, the themes of EU law which they explore (and teach), the academic styles they employ, the textbooks they propose: these are all dictated by their national educational backgrounds.
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By way of example, looking at frequently prescribed textbook of Craig and de Búrca's EU
Law-Text Cases and Materials
126
, on an average, out of 600 of its external references, only 3 are written in a language other than English. This means that roughly 597 sources were focused on a scholarship produced within the UK and thus with an English approach to the subject. 127 The same holds true for any other material on EU law: the nationality of the sources used is most likely to be the same of the language employed.
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An equal reasoning is valid for the production of legal writings: as diffusion of EU law takes place in different languages and via separate publication channels, this translates in a lack of interaction between them. On the Italian EU law journal, Diritto dell'Unione Europea, 123 Smits 2011 p. 11-13; Husa 2009 , p. 913-926. 124 Vauchez 2013 , p. 106. 125 De Witte 2013 Together with other factors, such as i) students studying EU law in a country other than the one in which they received their previous education, ii) Erasmus programs, iii) lack of mobility of professors and lecturers (due to bureaucratic burdens), 130 this contributes to the fragmentation and inconsistency of the EU scholarship.
Having assessed these elements, this author sustains that the best way of spreading an accurate and coherent knowledge on the law of the Union would be that of creating a EU law scholarship as detached as possible from national education systems. This scholarship should be based on a disciplinary identity that is no longer dependent on whether the norms that are being studied flow from sources of national, international or European authorities. In other words, it should lie on a flexible and pluralistic academic identity. 
Comparative and EU studies: how and why
In order to increase the denationalization of legal studies, one of the most powerful teaching tool would be the comparative method. By employing this methodology, the students are exposed to different and unfamiliar ways of approaching the law, different mentalities. The added value is not found into the mere learning of foreign substantial rules-that would simply amount to an empty comparative exercise carried out for the sake of increasing pure knowledge on other legal orders. The real quality of a meaningful comparative course is that it allows the student to get acquainted with different ways of logical thinking, different approaches towards the legal issues, different legal mentalities.
It exposes the student to the idea that there can be different ways of solving common problems, several ways of perceiving and achieving justice and that more than one way may be valid or efficient. By comparing we also incentivize the formation of "humble legal minds", intended as minds which do not necessarily perceive their domestic law as the only law, rather they are willing to give equal consideration to foreign systems, allowing for a dialogue and exchange with the otherness.
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129 De Witte 2013, p. 111-113; de Witte 2011, p. 34-37. 130 De Witte 2013, p. 110-111. It is precisely through this exchange with the otherness that cultures may embrace external elements and that multifaceted academic and professional identities are shaped. Furthermore, it is only through the comparison that future practitioners can realize that the differences between the substantial rules are, after all, not insurmountable: they may discover that divergences are not so fundamental, and that perhaps legal systems are more alike than firstly perceived, especially in terms of underlying policy considerations,
principles, values and ground rules. 137 And even if differences are there, these can be overcome by general interests in social and economic integration. 138 All in all, considering that it is the legal practitioners and not the legislature to determine the authority of a source, schools should not simply sit back and passively hand down to the students the statutory laws and the case-law, rather they should actively react with the intent of forging international and pluralistic minds capable of 'shaping the future of the law'.
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Of equal importance are courses on the law of the European Union. As for the materials with which this could be studied, some worry that there is simply not enough substantive EU law to make a proper course out of it. On the contrary, by using legislative projects such 133 Smits 2011 , p. 12. 134 Smits 2011 , p. 13. 135 Smits 2011 Kornet 2011, p. 102. 136 i.e., one state= one political unit= one legislative authority= one law.
137 Van Erp 2011, p. 85. as the Principles of European Law (PEL), the Acquis Principles (ACQP), the Draft Common
Frame of Reference (DCFR), the Common European Sales Law (CESL) and the extensive caselaw of the CJEU, we would have sufficient texts from which beginning to build a course.
Codification projects such as the DCFR are 'excellent teaching tools' because they enshrine comparative notes from national systems as well as general principles of EU law. 140 The same holds true for the case-law: very often the judgements constitute a rich source for academic and educational materials due to their policy-oriented and pragmatic approach in which national measures and actions are compared and revised upon European ground rules. 141 With regards to the language, this author believes that it is possible to construct the course almost exclusively in English as this is the Union's lingua franca. 142 Many would argue that the law should be studied in the language in which it is written, but precisely because the Union's law is not national law then it is legitimate to teach it by using the English language. Moreover, if academics and students are required to write and study in English, this could foster the exchange of information and staff from one university to the other, hence facilitate the divulgation of knowledge in the field of EU law.
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By working towards a uniform education system, in which materials are written in the same language, in which teaching methods and staff members are exchanged, in which graduates appreciate the advantages of 'seeking inspiration from foreign colleagues' 144 , a common legal discourse without language nor territorial boundaries may be generated.
This, in turn, will foster further improvements in education: more numerous and more accurate teaching materials would be made available from the cooperation of professors and researchers while the EU scholarship would avoid any fragmentation. The envisaged final result is that of a transnational network much better educated, capable of pushing legal integration in the right direction.
Outside the comfort zone: a truly European scholarship
Based on the analysis carried throughout the whole paper, this author encourages the academic community to gain awareness on the urge of building a new scholarship, capable of preparing the future generations for the challenges posed against (and by) the European project. This school should begin with a three years of bachelor studies and continue with another two years of master specializations.
During the first year, students would study general themes on EU institutional, market and constitutional law combined with a course on the legal history of Europe. This should equip them with the necessary basic understandings of the Union's functioning and with the common historical basement on with the Union was erected. 145 For the subsequent two years at the bachelor level, the students should decide whether to pursue the private or the public law track, and based on their choice, they would only follow courses in that area of law. During these two years, they would follow comparative courses but also courses on pure EU law. Attention should be given to the case-law of the CJEU and to materials written in different countries. The class should move from a general topic or issue and build the student's knowledge based on the solutions offered in the several jurisdictions as well as those adopted by the Union in previous legislative acts or projects. 146 Courses should start from ground principles and doctrines and then move onto the specific substantial rules. 147 On top of this, the school would offer a course on the political affairs of the Union and skills courses on legal writing and researching. Finally, interdisciplinary projects should be supported.
After these three years at the bachelor level, the graduates should have gained a sufficient understanding of how EU law is created and applied, they should be aware of the legal and political dynamics happening within the Union's Institutions. Furthermore, they should possess considerable skills in terms of comparative legal thinking and should feel quite confident in practicing the law on an international plane, able to adapt to different law instruments and different legal environments. The most valuable tool given to these graduates would not be that of knowing any given law, rather that of knowing how to approach different systems without feeling lost in them-as the key to legal practice is not knowing the answer, but knowing how to find the answer. Following the bachelor degree, the two years would be devoted to the specialization in one national system of the Union. Through this, the student would be able to deepen his or her knowledge on one specific Member State's legal order, on its technicalities and substantial laws. Instead of first learning about their own domestic system and then take a couple of courses on comparative or EU law (i.e., the current structure of law schools in Europe), the student would begin with comparative and European courses and, only after, he or she would move on to more detailed national studies.
All courses during the first three years would be given in English, while at the master level the course could be taught in the national language of the legal system chosen. The pragmatic and practical approach should be maintained throughout the whole five years.
As described in the previous sections, politics and cultures can be perceived as organized in networks, hence this EU law school should be constructed accordingly: by creating a web of faculties all over Europe, staff members, researchers and students could be exchanged, especially at the bachelor level where courses would be similar and the language the same for all. Even at the master level, visiting other faculties could be an option, particularly for the researchers and the students. Materials and teaching tools should be exchanged amongst the faculties, this should allow the improvement of the school and, eventually, it may even inspire and spill-over onto the national universities: the more successful and competitive this school turns out to be, the more domestic schools would be incentivized to rejuvenate their traditional curricula.
Conclusion
In the attempt of reacting to the often criticised market integration, in which normative national differences are accused of obstructing social coherence, this paper aimed at analyzing the political and cultural realities currently existing within the European Union.
In order to foster legal proximity between the Member States and boost the development of a system of private law for Europe, an innovative EU law curriculum should be supported.
On the political side, EU private law is necessary to create an order in which market citizens may move cross-border while always having a legal system which protects their constitutional and fundamental rights, regardless of whether they are carrying out their economic activities within or outside their native country. In view of its supranational constitutional character, private law is vested with the role of ensuring social protection within the economic community. Through a properly educated and well-informed deliberative discourse, the political actors may incentivize private law instruments capable of completing the lacunas present in the nation-state models. These lacunas stem for the legitimate incapacity of national constitutions to acknowledge foreign individuals inside their societies. In other words, the first step was in the creation of an Economic Constitution, now it is time to add the social component to it and an EU private law system would precisely aim at doing so.
Very often, especially in times of strong scepticism against the Union's action, nationalist movements tend to oppose legal harmonization based on cultural arguments. By perceiving private law as the expression of a country's legal identity, they claim private law should remain national. However, after having demonstrated that cultures are heterogeneous and pluralistic rather than unitary and confined into national boundaries, this author sustains that it is legitimate to defend a legislative project in which European values and principles are enshrined. As persons with international backgrounds exist, it is legitimate to provide them with a European legal order in which they may recognize and protect their rights on an transnational scale.
The key to a more coherent and efficient legislative action lies in the ability of providing a suitable legal scholarship to the persons responsible for the shaping of EU law and its future development. The focus is on the transnational network of legal practitioners and academics, which operates in Europe and whose activity has the potential of influencing institutional and juridical rationales and decisions. The paper concludes with the proposal for a new European Law School, a school as detached as possible from the traditional domestic curricula. There professors, students and researchers would be working with interdisciplinary comparative and international materials, through which cultural and legal identities would be shaped without any prior national predisposition. Only by forming a truly European transnational network, capable of cooping with global markets and cross-border legal issues, it will possible to steer legal integration in the right direction.
